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DETAILED ACTION 
Information Disclosure Statement 

The information disclosure statement filed on January 10, 2002 fails to comply 
with 37 CFR 1.98(a)(2), which requires a legible copy of each cited foreign patent 
document; each non-patent literature publication or that portion which caused it to be 
listed; and all other information or that portion which caused it to be listed. It has been 
placed in the application file, but the information referred to therein has not been 
considered. 

Specification 

Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the 
disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single 
paragraph on a separate sheet within the range of 50 to 150 words. It is important that 
the abstract not exceed 150 words in length since the space provided for the abstract 
on the computer tape used by the printer is limited. The form and legal phraseology 
often used in patent claims, such as "means" and "said," should be avoided. The 
abstract should describe the disclosure sufficiently to assist readers in deciding whether 
there is a need for consulting the full patent text for details. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information 
given in the title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as, "The 
disclosure concerns," "The disclosure defined by this invention," "The disclosure 
describes," etc. 

The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 
Page 10 line 4: the sentence contains a typo, it reads, "Otherwise, in step 503 it 
is determined of the input flag..." It should read, "Otherwise, in step 503 it is 
determined if the input flag..." 
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Page 1 1 line 2: the sentence contains the words, "the corresponding" twice in a 
row. It reads "event ID value received in step 505, the corresponding the 
corresponding graphic rendering block..." The second "the corresponding" 
should be removed. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Objections 

It should be noted that claims 5 and 26 are almost identically worded and one of 
the two claims should either be canceled or amended so the claimed information 
isn't needlessly repeated. 

Claims 28 and 30 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

Line 3 of claim 28: the line contains a typo, "leas a first one and a second one..." 

It should read, "least a first one and a second one..." 

The preamble of claim 30 is objected to because it is unclear. The body of the 

claim is claiming functionality that cannot be accomplished by a data structure. 

The term data structure is misleading. One alternative would be to describe a 

computer program product embodied in a tangible, machine-readable medium, 

executed by a computer program, with the computer program comprising the 

details found in the body of the claim. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

Claims 1-6, 9-14, 17-22, and 25-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Cook et al. (US 6,178,432). 

Concerning claims 1,9, 17, and 30, Cook describes a method, computer 
program product embodied in a machine-readable medium, and system comprising: a 
memory unit operable for associating graphical images displayed on a web page with 
client side events; and a processor coupled to said memory unit, wherein said 
processor, responsive to said computer program, comprises: circuitry operable for 
providing graphical image information including control information and rendering 
information, said control information for controlling a display of said rendering 
information, wherein said control information comprises an image identifier value; 
circuitry operable for receiving an event identifier value in response to a client initiated 
action; and displaying said rendering information in response to said event identifier 
value matching said image identifier value in said control information, wherein said 
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rendering information represents at least one graphical image comprising differential 
information for generating a composite image. For example, Cook describes Figure 2B 
as a hardware setup used in one embodiment of his invention. He describes computer 
250 as including processing unit 252 and storage, or memory, unit 256 column 6 lines 
47-53. Stored within the memory unit is module 208, which creates a webpage that is 
capable of associating displayed graphical images with client side events column 4 lines 
44-66. The client side event has associated control information that controls what is 
rendered on the screen and where it is rendered column 10 lines 35-49. In this 
particular case the position of the mouse cursor during a client side event determines 
the control information sent to memory to decide which image or images are to be 
presented. The associated Java applet looks up all objects with the associated mouse 
position and determines what action, if any, to take on each object. Figures 1A and 1B 
offer a visual depiction of the method described. Figure 1 A is the original presentation 
of a webpage, and Figure 1B is the composite image that results from a user clicking on 
various objects on the screen. All tasks are completed without refreshing the page 
column 4 lines 53-67 and column 5 lines 1-11. 

With regard to claims 2, 10, 18, and 31, Cook includes a method, computer 
program, and system wherein the graphical image information includes control 
information and corresponding rendering information representing a plurality of 
graphical images, wherein the processor further comprises: circuitry for initially 
displaying a first graphical image of the plurality of graphical images. For example, 
Cook offers Figure 1 A as a webpage in its initial state before the user has activated the 
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interactive features column 4 lines 41-46. Figure 1B illustrates the same webpage after 
the multimedia features have become active and the user has triggered some of the 
interactivity by moving a mouse cursor over a designated area or by manipulating the 
mouse button while the cursor is over a designated area column 4 lines 46-52. The 
position of the mouse cursor is the control information that controls which image of the 
plurality of graphical images is to be displayed on the webpage, thereby creating a 
composite image. 

As to claims 3, 11, 19, and 28, Cook describes a method, computer program, 
and system wherein the rendering information for the circuitry operable for displaying 
the rendering information comprises rendering information representing a second 
graphical image of the plurality of graphical images and wherein the first and second 
graphical images generate a composite image. For example, Cook describes picture 
1 10, of Figure 1B, as an image that appears on the screen in a designated location. He 
also describes that if the designated space is occupied then picture 110 will partially or 
wholly obscure the underlying picture, therefore creating a composite image that 
consists of the original webpage, as illustrated in Figure 1A, combined with picture 110, 
as illustrated in Figure 1 B column 4 lines 53-62. 

Regarding claims 4, 12, 20, and 29, Cook discloses a method, computer 
program, and system wherein the first and second graphical images respectively 
represent first and second states of a control element in one or more web pages. For 
example, Cook offers buttons 104 and 106 of Figures 1A and 1B as control elements. 
Figure 1A shows the two control elements in their initial states. Cook describes that a 
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user clicking and dragging on button 104 will move button 104 and cause it to change 
colors and start flashing. Likewise, a user clicking on button 106 causes a series of 
lines to be displayed around the button column 4 lines 66-67 and column 5 lines 1-3. 
The changes described in buttons 104 and 106 represent first and second states of a 
control element in a webpage. 

Concerning claims 5, 13, 21, and 26, Cook describes a method, computer 
program embodied in a machine-readable medium, and a system comprising: a 
memory unit operable for storing a computer program operable for associating graphical 
images displayed on a web page with client side events; and a processor coupled to 
said memory unit, wherein said processor, responsive to said computer program, 
comprises: circuitry operable for receiving a value for an event parameter associated 
with a graphical image file; circuitry operable for receiving an event corresponding to 
said event parameter; and circuitry operable for displaying rendering information for a 
graphical image in said graphical image file corresponding to said value of said event 
parameter in response to said event in said receiving step and wherein said rendering 
information comprises differential image information, wherein said processor further 
comprises: circuitry operable for initially displaying a first graphical image of said 
plurality of graphical images, wherein said circuitry operable for displaying comprises 
displaying rendering information representing a second graphical image of said plurality 
of graphical images, said first and second graphical images generating a composite 
image. For example, Cook describes computer system of Figure 2B as a computer 
system that contains storage, or memory, unit 256 and processing unit 252. The 
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processor 252 is coupled to the memory 256 and uses the memory unit to access a 
graphical image that corresponds to the request of the client side event column 6 lines 
46-53. The system Cook describes is capable of receiving a client side event that has a 
corresponding event parameter associated with a particular graphical image file column 
10 lines 35-40. In this case the event is a user clicking the mouse button or moving the 
mouse cursor to a certain location on the webpage and the event parameter is the 
position of the mouse cursor when the user interacts with an object on the page. The 
rendering information is the change in the display that occurs as a result of the specific 
location of the mouse click. Figure 1 A illustrates the system displaying a first graphical 
image and Figure 1 B illustrates the composite image that results from the user clicking 
on various objects contained within the original display. As an example, the rendered 
images that were added to the image in Figure 1A are object 110, object 1 14, and the 
lines around objects 104 and 106. 

With regard to claims 6, 14, and 22, Cook includes a method, computer program 
product, and system wherein the event in the circuitry operable for receiving is received 
from an event handler for a type of said event. For example, Cook describes an event 
processor, which can be considered and event handler, that is configured to process 
events as they occur and adjust the states of objects according to the events column 3 
lines 34-38. 

Concerning claim 25, Cook describes a method comprising the steps of: 
providing graphical image information including control information and rendering 
information, said control information for controlling a display of said rendering 
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information, wherein said control information comprises an image identifier value; 
receiving an event identifier value in response to a client initiated action; and displaying 
said rendering information in response to said event identifier value matching said 
image identifier value in said control information, wherein said rendering information 
includes at least one graphical image comprising differential image information for 
generating a composite image, said graphical image information including control 
information and corresponding rendering information representing a plurality of 
graphical images and wherein said method further comprises initially displaying a first 
graphical image of said plurality of graphical images, and wherein said rendering 
information in said displaying step comprises rendering information representing a 
second graphical image of said plurality of graphical images, said first and second 
graphical images generating said composite image. For example, Cook describes 
storage unit 256 and processing unit 252 of Figure 2B as providing graphical 
information including control information and rendering information. Once the applet 
application controlled by processing unit 252 has determined all the objects that contain 
the cursor position of a received event the application performs all actions that 
correspond to the event, this mainly entails state changes of many of the objects 
column 10 lines 50-55. Processing unit 252 gathers graphical image information from 
storage unit 256 and provides this information to be displayed on monitor 254, which 
mainly entails presenting rendering information that appears visually as one or more 
objects changing from one state to another. The remainder of claim 25 is addressed in 
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the rejections of claims 1 , 2, and 3. See the corresponding paragraphs above for the 
rejection of the remaining subject matter. 

As to claim 27, Cook discloses a system comprising: a memory unit operable for 
storing a computer program operable for generating pages; and a processor coupled to 
said memory unit, wherein said processor, responsive to said computer program, 
comprises: circuitry operable for generating said page for transmission to a client via a 
network, said page including a graphical control element, said graphical control element 
being responsive to user input, wherein said graphical control element comprises 
graphical image information, said graphical image information including control 
extension information and rendering information, said control extension information for 
controlling a display of said rendering information; wherein said control extension 
information includes an image identifier value, said image identifier value for associating 
said user input with a display of rendering information; and wherein said rendering 
information includes at least one graphical image comprising differential image 
information for generating a composite image representing a selected state of said 
control element. For example, Cook offers Figure 2B as a computer system that 
includes processing unit 252 and storage, or memory, unit 256, where processor 252 is 
coupled to memory unit 256. Storage unit 256 stores various modules 204 including the 
Web page authoring module 208 column 6 lines 47-53. Cook describes that the 
computer system can be connected to the Internet, where the computer acts as a server 
and supplies web pages to clients such as computer 270. In other embodiments, using 
portable web devices, Java may run on an intermediate server; the client program is 
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only required to display the preprocessed page, rather than assume all the processing 
responsibilities column 7 lines 5-21. 

Regarding claim 32, Cook describes a computer program product wherein the 
control information further includes a disposal value operable for controlling a disposal 
method of displaying rendering information. For example, Cook describes organizing 
the objects that may be rendered on the screen into groups, stacks, and switches. A 
group of objects is described as a group of objects that are all displayed or hidden 
together, a stack is a group of objects that is displayed one at a time, and a switch is a 
group of objects which are organized so that only one of the objects is in a given state 
at a time column 5 lines 59-67. In this example the disposal value is the identifier that is 
associated with a currently displayed object when another object from the same stack or 
switch is selected to replace it. The object is disposed of because it is removed from 
the display to allow another object to be displayed in the same location. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 7, 8, 15, 16, 23, and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Cook. 

As to claims 7, 8, 15, 16, 23, and 24, Cook describes a method, computer 
program product, and system wherein the graphical image file comprises a plurality of 
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graphical images, wherein the circuitry operable for displaying rendering information 
comprises: circuitry operable for sequentially bypassing a set of graphical images in 
said plurality of graphical images while a value does not equal the event parameter 
value, wherein if the value equals the event parameter value then the processor further 
comprises: circuitry operable for displaying rendering information of a current graphical 
image in sequence in said plurality of graphical images. For example, Cook describes a 
user input event of a mouse click on a web page at a certain position on the screen. 
The position of the cursor when the mouse click occurs is used as a value to decide 
which objects on the screen may require updating. As the software program searches 
through all the objects on the screen it will sequentially bypass sets of graphical images 
associated with objects that don't have an image to be displayed associated with the 
position of the cursor when the mouse was clicked. When the program find objects that 
have images to be displayed that match the position of the cursor when the mouse was 
clicked then these images are rendered on the screen column 10 lines 35-65. Cook 
further describes that some of the groups of images are organized into switches, where 
only one of the objects in the switch can be displayed based on the state of the 
incoming value and the corresponding case in the switch statement column 5 lines 59- 
67. 

Cook doesn't describe using a count value to sequentially bypass sets of 
graphical images when the count value does not equal the event parameter value, nor 
does he describe sequentially incrementing the count value for each sequential bypass 
of images and initializing the count value before searching through each set of images. 
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However, based on Cook's description of searching through sets of graphical images 
and comparing information for each set of graphical images to a mouse cursor position 
value, and Cook's description of using a switch statement, which is a well-known 
JavaScript function that compares a set of values to an incoming value and takes a 
particular course of action when the incoming value matches a specific case in the set 
of values, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to implement a counter, which is also well-known in the art, as a means to 
search through sets of images until the incrementing counter matches the value that 
corresponds to the user defined event. Using a counter and comparator arrangement to 
decide which images to ignore and which images to display is functionally identical to 
using the coordinates of the mouse click to search through a set of images to find the 
images that correspond to the particular coordinates of the click. Further, the 
counter/comparator method described is analogous in functionality to JavaScript's 
switch statement; therefore incrementing a counter while iterating through sets of 
images until the counter value matches the image event value is simply an obvious 
modification. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Volk (US 5,673,401 and US 5,687,331), Gennaro (US 5,742, 
768), and Chauvin (US 5,742,768) all describe creating a composite image consisting of 
independently rendered graphical objects. 
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supervisor, Michael Razavi can be reached on (571) 272-7664. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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